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The Independent Democrat, That Act expressly prescribes, that not onFrom this it hus been inferred, that as tho
dobt incurred by tho revolutionary war is

claims of the United States." Lest this
general power of disposition, and of mak

Connecticut and New York in relation to
certain lands lying within the present
limits of the latter Stale, known by the
name of The Gore. Somo doubt too, was
entertained by Connecticut, whether tho
United StVcs might not claim a titlo supe-
rior to their own, in a tract lying West of
Pennsylvania, and by them reserved in the

r

to vote either for or against, claiming tli4t

they have already adopted a constitution '

and organized a government under it, buti
put down by the Algerines and negroes'
combined, prohibit foreigners to vote, tho
naturalized! And this, the coon papers
tell us, in all parts of iho country, i a
beral constitution ! UAU distinctionsfound-
ed on rdlor will be discarded," snyS the
Tribune, who very consrstently wavfcs tho
name of HENRY CLAY at ita mast head,
who claimed negroes as property in bis
Mendeahall speech at Richmond, Indiana.

But tho most extraordinary act of self-- .

complacency is where the Tjribune very
modestly insinuates to ita AJgonne orein
ren of Rhode Island, that, after they havo ,

made the experiment on extending "free
suffrage" to the negroes, he hopes that
they will come to tho conclusion that thero
is not so much danger of permitting fore-

igners. to vote as they.
now apprehend!

m i f airv ino experiment ot iree suiiroKo
Toes, and, if it works well, then these

federal coons will discuss the propriety ot . -

extending free suffrage to naturalized rs,

also! Was there ever such bold
and daring insults offered to common sense '

since the declaration of Independence
spread its hallowed light upon mankind?.
Is there a man in the wholo Union, who
happened to be born on the other side of
Ihe Atlantic, where our lathers and grand-
fathers came from, who, after this, would
degrade himself by voting with a party
holding euch monstrous and infamous doc
trines as these ? VVhat say the numerous
and intelligent Wclchmen of this city, who
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Those who advocate mo uistriouuon oi

f tho proceeds of the public lands among the

tcvorul States, instead of applying thorn to

the common expenditures of the U. Stitcs,
rely chiefly on the claim of title. They
insist that these lands do not belong to the

j United States, but arc tho property of the

"several States that they were given in

trust to pay the national debt incurred by
the revolutionary war, and as that debt is

extinguished, their prbceeds now enure to
benefit of the individual States, and can-- j

not, in justice, be appliod ti tho national

expenditures.
To ascertain the soundness of tho sen- -

timent, recourso must bo had to the nation-

al records. There we have tho stipula-
tions on both Fides tho conveyances by
tho States, on the ono part, and tho nation's
solemn p'edge, how they should Le appro-

priated, on the other.
That portion of tho public dom;iin

which was granted by individual States,
was given bv Massachusetts, Connecticut,
New Xork, Virginia, ooum unroimu, una
f?nrr;n. To those six States the Union

have been in the habit, heretofore or vo-

ting the federal coon ticket? Will they
submit to bo placed in a lower scale of
human existence than tho negro, or act
with a parly that proffers the right of suff-

rage to the liberated slave, and withholds
it from their owu kindred blood because
they happened to be born in the same clime
fls tho forefathers of this same aati-rcpu-

'

lican and piratical party on the rights of,
the white manf .

These, we Suppose, are the degrading;".?
terms to which whlggery is to submit, in ,

its new coalition with abolitionism as a po- -
. . . .! J fl. ' - i ru L .1

trite abolitionists thfcmscl ves, id Ohio, havo
"

professed to go heretofore. But - as tho
coon organs have voluntarily proposed a .

union of their forces, we suppose the abo-
litionists are determined fo get all out of
them they can in the contract. Will the
whig party of Ohio be satisfied to sustain
such doctrines' and such coalitions in the
contract for Abolition votes? We shall see.

One word as to tiro liberality of the con

nrc indebted... .
for all the public lands which
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ly the proceeds ot the lunds ceded to the
nation by tho States shall lo distributed,
but of those also which lio within thoStatcs
and Territories West of the Mississippi,
and in rloriua. Its principles extends
over the immense domain between ihe
Mississippi and the Pacific Ocean on tho
West, and between the 31st degree of
North lutitudo and tho Gulf of Mexico
on the South. Do these vast regions g

to the several States, or to tne Union
in its national capacity? They were
bought of France and Spain by tho United
States, and paid for out of tho National

ireusury, hxamino tho conventions
made with France iu 17G3,and tho treaty
mauu with Spain in 1810 aud point to a
sentence by which this pretence can be
sustained. Fifteen millions and its inter
est, amounting to moro than twenty-thre- o

millions and a half in tho whole, was paid
for the purchase, to France; and five mil-

lions with interest, amounting to about six
and a half millions in all, was paid to

Spain; all from the national treasury.
Do not the proceeds belong to the treasury
from which tho purchase was made? Is
not the title of the United states to whom
it was granted? Their title lo the capitol
at Washington or to tho navy yards, cus-

tomhouses, and other national property,
is not more exclusive.

It thus appears uncontrovertibly, that
the monies arising from tho salo ot all

thcso, whether granted by the Stales or
purchased of foreign nations, belong as
exclusively to the treasury of tho United
States as the revenues arising from duties
or direct taxes. Tho distribution of the
whole, after being placed in tlio national

troasury, might Le demanded with equal
propriety.

It is to bo regrct:cd that distinguished
men have advocated distribution on tho

ground of thc.J'c of tho several Slates to
this portion of tho public money. They
deal only in empty declamation, without

daring to appeal to a single document on
which the public titlo re-iis- . One of the
most remarkable instances of this is the

report made by Adams on
the Veto. He says that "Mr. Tyler speaks
of thedistiibutionasif it was giving away
tho nropoitv. It is precisely the reverse.
It is rcstorhir it to its owners." How rasli

and palpably erroneous is this proposilion!
It seems to admit no apology when com-in- g

from a man so distinguished for his po-

litical knowledge. Tho Whig Conven
tion of young men at Auburn, aro more
excusable for uttering the same assertion.
But politicians rcitcrato it in speeches in

Congress, iu political addresses and news

paper articles, until people arc deluded by
its perpetual repetition; and made to be
lieve, honestly, that the proceeds of the

public lands actually bolong to tho States
and not to the United States, ulthough their
title is demonstrated to every mind of com
mon sense, whenever resort is had to
the instruments which created it. But
these aro unknown to most of those vast
numbers who assert and believe the or--

ror. I have presented this title, as briefly
as I could, to the public eye, and ask, with
confidence, whether it is not indisputably
clear.

Not only is the title clear, but to divert
from theNational cxpcndituro.thc proceeds
of the lands granted by the States, is a
violation of the condition on which they
were given, and of the solemn pledge of
the nation that they "should he disposed ol
for tho common benefit of tho United
States." Not only is their distribution
unauthorized, but positively forbidden.
Even if considerations of policy could be
urged iu its favor, they would be unavail-

ing; as clear condition and solemn stipu-
lations havo unalterably fixed the appro-
priation of their proceeds.

It lias been insisted that the United
States as they existed under the confed-

eration, were another and distinct body

politic from tho United States as xisling
under the present constitution, and that

upon the dissolution of the former con-

federacy, the rights which thoy possessed
vested in the several States, and not in the

present Union. This is groundless. The

prominent object was not fo constitute a
new Union, but in lhc preamble to tuo
constitution is dechred "to form a more

perfect Union." The Union is still the
same. Under the confederation the al

faith was pledged to disposo of the

lands, which should be given by the States
for the common benefit of tho United

Statos and the sixth article of the present
constitutionjto remove all doubt as to the
oUiffation of tho United Statoi to fulfil

such engagements, declares : "That all
debts contracted and engagements entered
into, before the adoption of this constitution
shall be os valid against tho United States.
under this constitution, as under the con
federation." - Each State and lha people
of Iho.Uuited States have a right to claim
the fulfillment of that obligation, and their
claim is irrevocably confirmcJ. Ihe
same right is distinctly recognized in re-

gard to the sale of the public lands in the
third section of lha fourth article. It pro-
vides that "The Congress phail have power
to dispose bf, and mako all needful rules
and regulations respecting tho territory
and other property belonging to the Unit
cd States; andnoihing in this constitution
shall be so construed as to prejudice any

ing rules and regulations regarding tho ter-

ritory and other public property, or some
other general provisions of tlio constitu
tion, should ba considered as impairing or
varying the tide specified in tho grants, or
(he claim to a just fulfillment of the stipu-
lation on the part of tho United State?,
this confirantion of all existing claims is
inserted in tho same clause. The new or-

ganization of the government, therefore,
has not abolished, but confirmed tho na-

tional title to these lands, and the obliga-
tion to dispose of them ;for tho common
benefit of tho Unitod Stales, as promised
by Congress, when requesting from the
Stales these dangerous donations, and as
provided in several deeds of cession.
While tho States, by a provision univcasal
in its extent aro prohibited from passing
"any law impairing the obligation of con-

tracts," Congress is disabled from impair-
ing any obligation of the United States,cn-tcre- d

into before the adoption of the con-

stitution, find all public claims arc especially
protected from invasiou in the exercise of
the power to regulato and dispose of the
territory and propcity belonging to the
United States."

If the United States wero amenable to
a judicial tribunul, and if an application
were made in equity or other proper form,
for tho distribution of the proceeds of the
public lands among the several States,
could any doubt be entertained ot the na
tional title? If any of tho distinguished
jurists, who, as politicians, say these pro
ceeds cannot lawfully bo letaincd.in the
national treasury, were upon the bench,
would they, on . a perusal of the treaties
and other documents which compose the
titlcdind cither that they never vested in lhc
United State to whom alono they were
granted; or that the States, by subsequent
events, had become their owners, when
the titlo conveyed to tho nation is uncondi
tional and perpetual? Would they com
pel tho United States to surrender the mo
ncy, and not appropriate it to the common
benefit of tho Union, but to the States to
be appliod to any other use whatsoever,
contrary to tho pledge of October the
IOth, 1800, given by Congress! Would
they hold that the national "engagement"
thus assumed under the confederation, is
not obligatory under the present constitu
tion, when every such '"engagement" is
expressly ratified by the sixth article of
the constitution itself i And is it right tor
an enlightened jurist, as a politician,to ad-

vance an opinion which he would condemn
when acting us a judge?

AMERICAN US.

From the Columbus (Ohio) Statesman
Rhode Island-Coonery-Ni:- gbo votino--
Fkee Suffrage Naturalized Citizens.
There is hardly a day passes but what

adds somo new light upon tho remarkable
doctrines and practices of the federal coon

parly. We are astonishod and surprised
that a party holding such doctrines, should

organizt in a country like ours with the

hope of success and still more astonish

ing that they should hnJ as many follow
ers as they do; but there is delusion in the
world on other subjects than politics, and
wo must prepare to mce', and counteract
its errors by exposing it. We find in Ihe
New York Tribune, a leading daily coon

paper of that city, the following cxtraordi-nar- y

announcement:
"Rhode Island. J ho voting on the

adoption of the new Constitution com-
menced on Monday, and will conclude to-

day. On Monday Providence gave 918
votes for, and nono against the legal Con
stitution, we rejoice lo stato that it gave
815 votes for, and only 51 against, allow,
ing colored persons to vote the same as
whites. . In 13 towns there were 2,210
voles for, and only 3 against adopting the
Constitution; the Dorntes consistently re-

fusing to vote. (Had they dono so last
spring, much expense and trouble wonld
have been saved.) In 9 towns there were
1,072 votes for, and 34 against, admit
ing blacks to vole, and there seems little
doubt that all distinctions founded on color
will be discarded. We trust that the
Rhode Islanders, having learned that a
colored man's vote will not prejudice the
public wedare, even though he owns no
Ian J, will not be slow to learn that an
adopted citizen may also safely be trusted
with political power.

I here are some rich whig doctrines in
this paragraph, and they should awaken
even the better part of the followers of the
coons into a sense of shame and indigna
tion.

In the first placo, we would state that
tho suffrage party do not vote at all on the
humbug of a constitution presented to
them. The voting is, exclusively among
the Algcrincs, tho enemies of a poor white
man voting at all, and more especially if
bo happens to bo a naturalized foreigner,
who, under this pretended liberal constitu
tion, is deprived of a vote. Bat the Tri-
bune, this great' federal con organ of the
city of New York, whose flag waves at ila
masthead lor ULi.MlY CLAY, who holds
negroes in bondage, rejoices that 815 of
the Algerine coons of Providence votud to
permit blacks and mulattoes to "free suf
frage, and only 51 could be found to vote
against it! Yet this very constitution, on
which the friends of Governor Dorr refuse

paid, the subject of the grant is satisiicd,Po
far as the United States are concerned, &l
their title consequently terminated. If
this construction of the grant wero sound
it would not only divest tho United States
of all further claim on tho lands granted
by the State of New Yoik, but all otheis,
if any thcro were, who should claim title
under tlx sumo conveyance; and would
be, as to that property, a conr.lusic argu-me- nt

against distribution. If tho giant
were thus limited, it would be in the nature
of a mortgage with power of sale, and the
titlo to the surplus, which remain
unsold after the debt was satisfied, would
revert to tho grantors; so that neither the
United States could claim anv turther right
in tho lauti, but it would re-ve- exclusive
ly in the &ate of New Yoik. Nothing
could bo more fatal to tho advocates of
distribution than their own argument deri
ved from this consideration. Uut tho ar
gument iUelf ii groundless, for tho terms
ol tho deed convey the wtioie to mo "

States," without limitation or coiidi-tio- n.

Fortunately for those by whom this

argument is employed, there is nothing in
eiiher of the other grants which lays any
foundation for such a sophism.

The next grant, in the order of time, is

that of Virginia. The Legislature of this

State, at their session held on the 20lh of
March, 1783, authorized their do'egates in

Congress to grant to tho Uniled States the
lands lying north-we- st of tho livoiOhio, in

express compliance with the above men-

tioned rocommendation of Congress, ol

Sent. 0, 1780, "for the common lenejitofi
the Union," and they enact that the lanus
so granted, except certain reservations,
"shall be considered as a co.mmon i und for

the use aud benefit of such of the United
States as have become or shall become
members of tho confederation or federal

alliance, of tho Faid States, Virginia in-

clusive, according to their rosp'ctivc
in the general charge and expen.

diture, and shall be faithfully disposed of

for that purpose, and for no other use or

purpose whatsoever." Purpuant to this

authority and direction, Thorn is Jefferson
and others,. the delegates of ihat State in

C m 'rcss, reciting tho act, convey that ter--

ritoiy to the United Slates, " for the uses
and purpososiuid on tho conditions of the
said recited act."

Nothing can bo more explicit than this

grant. It first retcrs t ) tho invitation giv-
en by Congrc.-s-, to convey tho lands "for
tho common, benefit of the Union." The

grant is for tho benefit and use of the Uni
ted States. This would ue enough. iut
as if to exclude the idea of any distribution
or several right in the States, if it is to be a
"common fund for tho general charge
and expenditure, and for no ot'icr use or
purpose whatsoever." What could be a
more direct violation ot this grant, ana oi
the pleJges given by Congress in 1780,
than the seJond Section of the distribution

law, which gives to thu soveral States the
revenues arising from those lauds, "to be

applied, by the Legislatures of said States,
to such purposes as the said Legirlatures
may direct." Monies which, by the clear
terms of the gift on the ono part, and the
national pledge on the other, wore sacred-

ly secured as a common fund for tho Uni-

ted Slates for the general charge and ex.

penditure, and no other purpose, arc aban-

doned. The Stales are authorized to a,i- -

ply them to the payment of tho salaries of
State otiicers, the support oi me poor, u;c

erecting of jails and court houses, and any
other object with which the nation has no

concern, however private or locals
Tho next cession, iu the order of time,

was from tho State Of Massaclusctts, pur-

suant to nn act of their Legislature of
13vh, 1738. By -- hat act of their

delegates in Congress were authorized "to
cede or relinquish tho land balonging to

that common wnnlih, tying ho.twopn urn ri-

ver Hudson and Mississippi to tho United

States, to bo disposed of for tho common

benefit of the same, agreeably to a resolve
of Congress of October the 10th, 1780."
To this resolve I have already ajveitcd.
Its very terms, and those of this act of

Massachusetts, clearly express the mutual

understanding, that tho whole shall vest in
the United States, and restrict the appro-

priation of the proceeds U their common
benefit.

In May, 1786, the Legislature of Con
necticut enacted, "that tho delegates of
this State or any twoofthein, who shall be

attending theCongrcss of the United Stale3,
bo and they are hereby directed, authori-
zed and fully crpowered, in the name and
behalf of this State, to muko, execute, and

deliver, under their hands and seals, an
anwle deed of release cession of all the

ri"ht, title, interest, jurisdiction auJ claim
of the Slate ot Connecticut to certain
Western Lands "whereby all tho right,
title, interest, jurisdiction, and claims of
Connecticut, shall be released and ceticu
to the United Slates in Congress assem-

ble I, for the common use and benefit of the
-.- .,1,1 Siaifis. Connectbut inclusive.'' The
conveyance thus authorized was made on

the 1 3th f September following, in tcr.ns

n ample as th-w- m tho act; and cenain- -

lt ti't iMiimlruro flll!(l rcll lerthe titlo of the

United Suvtps i"rr absolute and conclu- -

S.VO.

lu iei)'J a cxi-te- J between

cessiou of 1780. Jn order to remove tho
claim of Connecticut to tho Gore, and that
of the United St itcs to tlw Western Ro-serv- e,

Connecticut released tho l ight to all
hinds lying West of tho East lino of New
York, excepting tho ltescive; and iccci
vod from the United States a release of
claim upon tho latter territory. The ab-

solute title of tlio United States to tho
lands ceded in 17SG, was, by thisanango-mcnt- ,

ratified and confirmed, and the claim
of Connecticut to the Goro was abandon-
ed. Soo laws of tho UnitoJ Status, vol.
1, page lfe5, and vol. 'J, pugn 3'ol. Edition
of 1815.

Tho Legislature of South Carolina, on
tho 8th day of March, 17S7, passed an
act, authorized their delegates iu Congress
to cede tho lands therein described, "to
the United States," in compliance with the
recommendation ot Congress of oeptem-ho- r

0, 1780, "for the common benefit of the
Union,'" which was carried into elToct on
the 0th of August following.

On the 24th of April, 1802, an agree-me- nt

was made by commissioners appoint
ed by tho United States and tho State of
Georgia, by which tho terms arranged, on
which 'the territory owned bvj Georgia,
West of its prosent limits, should bo coded
to tho National Union. The definition of
title is in these words: "That all tho lands
ceded by this government to the United
States, shall after satisfying the above
mentioned payment of one million two hun
dred thousand dollars to the State of Geor
gia, and the grants recognized by the pre.
cccding conditions, be considered as a
"common fund fur the use and benefit of
tho United States, Georgia included, and
glial I be faithfully disposed fur that pur-
pose, and for no other uso or purpose,
whatsoever.

Thcso several grants constit'ito tho titlo
of tho Unit.d States in all the western
lands which lie within what were then our
national boundaries. Had the United
States done nothing more than silently and
passively accept those cessions, their terms
are such aa would vest an absolute title in
the National Union. Tncro is no where a
hint or intimation, that cither tho lands or
their proceeds should ever become the
several property of tho Stales. To those
who know tho terms of these conveyan
ces, the most hardy insolenco h rcquisito
to enable them to assert that they convey
any light whatever; present or future, ex-

cept a title exclusively national. All are
sufficiently express, but several of them
arc guarded, among others that of North
Carolina, (which alone was made before
the solemn pledges of tho nation) with ne
gative words, prohibiting any application
of the proceeds, except for the common use
and benefit. The terms of all arc such as
to constitutj a trust lor the exclusive use
of the national Treasury, which can nov or
bo honestly violated, i ho mere accept
ance of tho lands involved an implied pro
mise that their avails should never bo di-

vested from those objects of expenditure
for which the United Slates are bound to
provide. For this purpose exclusively,
they were given and accepted. This alone
would be enough to stigmatize every act
of distribution as a violation of good faith;
because the terms on which these bounties
aro bestowed, arc most explicitly stated in

every conveyance.
Bat there is another and explicit obliga-

tion on tho United States not to give away
the proceeds of these public land.i. By
the act of Congress of September the 0th,
and October tho 10th, 1789, assurances
were given by the nation which bind it

forever. They first request these dona-

tions "lor the common benefit of the Unit-

ed States," and the second promises, that
the lands thus given, "shall bo disposed of
for the common uso and benefit of ihe
UnitoJ States." In direct violation of this
promise, the second section of tho Distri-
bution Law gives the proceeds of these
lands to the States, to be appropriated as
their legislatures may direct. Thus the
trust is wholly abandoned. vTha lands
are no longer "disposed of for the common
use and benefit of the United States;" bat
are disposed of for the general benefit of
the individual States. Instead of apply-

ing thcra them to national objects for which

they have a constitutional right to impose
taxes and raise revenua from tho people,
givo them wholly away, abandon a'l pow-

er of appropriation, aud authorises tho
States to divert them from every object of
national interest or concern. It this is
not a violation of good faith, what can bef
So far from being true, that thcso lands
are tho property of the . States and not of
tho United elites exclusively, and the
proceeds, when they are sold cannot even
be given to the individual States, so as lo

to alienate the disposition of them front the
common use of the nation.

But this argument grounded on the sup
posed right of the several States to the

proceeds or the lands teaea to tne uniiea
States within our original boundaries false
as if w. would, wero it true, bo utterly in

I sutTi :ieat o justify the Distribution Act

lie within the original Dounuarics oi inu
United States.

On tho 6th day of September, 1780,
'o any of the grants except that of

$New York, Congress passed an net in

;vhieh they " recommended to tho several
fetatcs in the Union having claims to waste
'iind unappropriated lands in the Western

.'''country, a liberal cession to the United

States of a portion of their respective
Claims for the common benefit of the U--

'ht'on." S mn afterwords, on the 10th day

, of October in the same year, they passed
it resolution containing a repetition of the

pledge in these words : " Resolved, that

, the unappropriated laru'.s that may be ce- -

',"'dcd or relinqu;shed to the United States,
by any particular State, pursuant to the
fccommcndation of Congress of the 6lh

""lay of September last, shall be disposed of

k'f6r the common benefit of the U. States."
r'-- " Thus the national faith was twice so-

lemnly pledged to appropriate the proceeds
ii'Af nil futiirA rrrnnts fur the common benefit

stitution offered by the Algerines ofRhode
Island to the people of that degraded State.
We copy from the Providence Express.
which says that it gives sotne of the rea
sons why the suffrage party will not eon-se- nt

to the Algerine constitution. Read
and blush for Whiggeryl It says:

"Although we are decidedly opposed to
the old charter, we have no hesitation in
saying that we had much rather live under
it some years longer than to have the con
stitution now before (he public saddled up.
on us. Our reasons are numerous: We
will mention a fetf of the most decisive of
them, in our view against it.

"ihis instrument establishes a system
of representation in the Senate so unequal
that less than one qudrler of the inhabit
ants of the Stale will elect a considerable
majority of the Senators. Besides, a Se
nate consisting of thirty-on- e members will
bo unnecessarily expensive for this small" 'Stale.

Tim nhl SnnntA k ftVtnnulnr lirnnpK nf
moderate expense. .

1 he proposed constitution . protends to v

make the House of Representatives a pop-
ular branch, as an offseft lo the extreme
inequality above mentioned, but though it
makes it more according to tho population
than the Senate is. still it is not sufficiently .
so for an adequate offset. Rnmo towns uo ' '

still extravagantly over and others arO ex
travagantly tinier represented. .

'

"The combined inequality of reDresont- -
ation in both branches , (as figures will
show) puts the power of rulbg tho whole
Stato into the hands of about one-thir- d of
tho qualified voters in the State. This is
certainly no improvement upon' the old
charter system. But the most objection
able feature, perhaps, of this new instru-
ment is an article on amendments. This
is so contrived that no change for the bet.
ter can ever be made without the voto mr'
each House of a majority of all the mem
bers of each twice elected to each twicer
obtained in each; and in addition to these
majorities a vote of three-fifth- s of all thei
qualified voters in tho State, voting on UrV
proposod amendments. vjr

1 his article will, in our opinion, renders
any further change in this inequality off
representation next to impossible; for how1
can a majority of both' Houses be twicef.
obtained in favor of giving up a portion off
their own power aud their own interest hi'.u.

'. . .
"

The London Morning Chronicle, says,
Slave-holde- rs in America make a practice
of feeding swine with the dead bodies of
their negroes. --Yei Orleans Rejwbli.
can.

Thn B ink of Augusta has declared a di-

vidend of two dollars per sharo oniU capU
Block.

, of the Won, and not tho several use of
the individual States.

On the 1st day of March, 1780, the state
i ftt Ww York tho first irrant of

Western territory to the United States, by
James Uuanc ana otners, tneir ugems, iu
pursuance ol a previous act of their Le-- k

ffislature. nassed before the Federal alli- -

'.' incc was f ully perfected. The enactment

- lmquished by virtue of that Act "shall be
enure lor the use and beneht oi 8ucn

1 lers of Federal alliance of the said states,
i'Undjor no otlier use or purpose whaisoev- -

er." The agents recite the language of
- this act and make the conveyance com- -

vmens'Jiratc w:th its terms. Wow, to whose
.benefit did all the light and interest, thus
- granted, enure 1 The deed answers to

that of the "United States.'" The grant
contains no intimation that nnv several m- -

was ever to vest in tho Slates, but

Ixpress'ly negatives such a claim. It not
ntv i!rr.lares that the title shall'enurc "for

the use and benofit of the United States,'1
but adus the negative declaration, "ana tor

; mo other use or purpose wnaisoever. i no
' .in... 1 1 j.,: l ,n
i "'Dicsi convej uuuer tuuu iioi uiiao mu- -'

uoge more explicit, to vest the title and
- proceeds of these lands in tho Union, and

' rcpol all claim for a several interest or dis- -

f". tril litlnn .

ft In the Preamltle to lliia Art it to. tnilt'.oJ.- - 'S J
stated as one motive to making tho grant,
niiat Whereas tho articles ot confederation
4'id pcrpetnal Union recommended by tha
llonorable Congree1 of the United States

' jf America, have, not proved iicocptabli;
lb all tho States, it bavin;; been ren eivi.'d

pfi.it a portion of t!io. wate,and uuculiiva-lli- d

ter-ito- ry within the limits or A lims of
Jfeitain Stitcs onght t bo npp" rl "el i s

1 common find for the p n- - s of ihe
twar, anil tlio people of th s S utu l.uii.g, on

rll occasion-"- , disposed it mnnifusl Ih i're.
lard for their sister Stttcs ai d eirnrst dj-ili- ri

to promote the geuural welf irL-,-" &.c.


